AFTER  MOTHER   INDIA

this House and I trust that though, as I have ob-
served in my note appended to the Report of the
Committee, Government must reserve a final judg-
ment on some of the expedients proposed in the
Bill, it will receive very general support after it
has been circulated.1

But before the motion for recirculation was carried,
the Bill received severe criticism from at least one mem*
ber who had supported it in the debate of September
i5th, 1927. Said Mr. M. K. Acharya :

I have received from several people, from several
bodies and several institutions, from several recog-
nised heads of religious institutions, strong state-
ments calling upon us in fact to object to this Bill.
It is true that on the last occasion I also was one
of those who supported the general principle
of that Bill . . . but now I am sorry I am forced
to raise a voice of protest against this present
measure. As I said just now this is a penal legisla-
tion, and I am opposed on principle, I am very
strongly opposed on principle to penal legislation
coming in to the aid of social reform. ... I
would warn Government to take note of the fact
that there is a great deal of strong orthodox
Hindu opinion which is opposed to penal legisla-
tion of this kind. . . . Marriage among us does
not necessarily denote the immediate living to-
gether as man and wife. Intact, among Hindus,
especially young Brahmans and certain others,
there are two ceremonies ; the first and more im-
1 Legislative Assembly Debates, March a6th, 1938, p, 1,9^8.
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